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Mail Stop Missing Parts 



Re: U.S. Utility Patent Application 

Appl. No. 10/813,032; Filed: March 31, 2004 
For: Channel Allocation Method and Apparatus 

Inventors: HOWARD et ah 
OurRef: 1487.0100002 

Sir: 

In reply to the "Notice to File Missing Parts of Application-Filing Date Granted," dated 
June 14, 2004, Applicants submit the following documents for appropriate action by the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office: 

Copy of Notice to File Missing Parts of NonProvisional Application, dated 
June 14, 2004; 

Copy of Decision According Status Under 37 CFR 1.47(a) issued in 
Application No. 09/590,588, dated April 13, 2001; 

Copy of PTO Date Stamped Receipt Postcard for filing present application 
dated March 3 1 , 2004; and 

One (1) return postcard. 

7** It is respectfully requested that the attached postcard be stamped with the date of filing of 

\Z these documents, and that it be returned to our courier. 

QQ The present application is a divisional of prior U.S. Patent Application No. 09/590,588, 

which was accorded status under 37. C.F.R. § 1.47. A copy of the decision according status - 
under 37 C.F.R § 1.47 was provided upon filing of the present application in lieu of the signed 
declaration of inventor David Denis Mudge. (A copy of the date-stamped postcard indicating 
submission of the decision along with the filing of the present application is provided herewith). 




Sterne, Kessler, Goldstein & Fox p.llc. : 1100 New York Avenue, NW : Washington, DC 20005 : 202.371.2600 f 202.371.2540 : www.skgf.com 



Commissioner for Patents 
August 12, 2004 
Page 2 

Consequently, the Office of Initial Patent Examination (OEPE) should not have issued a "Notice 
to File Missing Parts" in the present application, but instead should have accorded the present 
application status under 37 C.F.R. § 1.47. See M.P.E.P. § 602.05(a). For this reason, Applicants 
have not included the $130 surcharge for a late oath or declaration. 

Nevertheless, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is hereby authorized to charge any 
fee deficiency, or credit any overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 19-0036. If extensions of 
time under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136 other than those otherwise provided for herewith are required to 
prevent abandonment of the present patent application, then such extensions of time are hereby 
petitioned, and any fees therefor are hereby authorized to be charged to our Deposit Account No. 



19-0036. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Edward J. Kessler 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 25,688 
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CONFIRMATION NO. 3841 
FORMALITIES LETTER 



1OC00000001 2908935' 



LAr 



Date Mailed: 06/14/2004 



NOTICE TO FILE MISSING PARTS OF NONPROVISIONAL APPLICATION 

FILED UNDER 37 CFR 1 .53(b) 
Filing Date Granted 

Items Required To Av oid Abandonment- 

An application number and filing date have been accorded to this application The itemfe) indicated below 
however, are missing. Applicant is given TWO MONTHS from the date of Ms N^ffii^Sh2>% 

mTdTJZ 5 Pay 8ny J [ e k e T qUired be,ow to ^ abandonment. Extensions oS may be obfained by 
filing a petition accompanied by the extension fee under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). ODiamea D V 

• The signature of the following inventor(s) is missing from the oath or declaration- 
David Denis Mudge 

• I?™ w abandonm ,f nt - a ,ate fi,in 9 fee or <>ath or declaration surcharge as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .16(e) of 
$1 30 for a non-small entity, must be submitted with the missing items identified in this letter. 

SUMMARY OF FEES DUE; 

Total additional fee(s) required for this application is $130 for a Large Entity 

• $130 Late oath or declaration Surcharge. 



D °CKETEn 



Replies should be mailed to: Mail Stop Missing Parts 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria VA 22313-1450 



A copy of this notice MUST be returned with the reply. 
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 
A/C PATENTS 



In re Application of 
Chris Frank Howard et al 
Application No. 09/590,588 
Filed: June 8, 2000 



DECISION ACCORDING 
STATUS UNDER 37 CFR 1.47(a) 



For: CHANNEL ALLOCATION 
METHOD AND APPARATUS 

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a), filed October 4, 2000. 
The petition is gTanted . 

Petitioner has shown that the nonsigning inventor has refused to join in the 
filing of the above-identified application. 

The above-identified application and papers have been reviewed and found in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.47(a). This application is hereby accorded Rule 
1.47(a) status . As provided in Rule 1.47(a), this Office will forward notice of 
this application's filing to the nonsigning inventor at the address given in the 
Declaration. Notice of the filing of this application will also be published in the 
Official Gazette. 

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the 
undersigned at (703) 305-8680. 

This application is being forwarded to Technology Center AU 2766 for 
examination in due course. 




Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
for Patent Examination Policy 
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fN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



n re application of: 
Howard et ai. 
Appl. No. 09/590,588 
Filed: June 8, 2000 
For: Channel Allocation Method and 
Apparatus 



Art Unit: 2736 

Examiner: To be Assigned 

Atty. Docket: 1487.0 1 0000 1/LEA/DTJ 



Declaration for Patent Application 
under 37 C.F.R. § 1.47 



Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



I, Diana Hawthorne, of Inmarsat Limited, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows: 

1. I am responsible for maintenence of the Inmarsat patent portfolio. 

2. In June, 1998, my predecessor, Helga Cantrell, instructed James Cross, 
a Chartered Patent Attorney, of R.G.C. Jenkins & Co., 26 Caxton Street, 
London SW1H ORJ, England, to prepare a patent specification for an invention 
entitled "Channel Allocation Method and Apparatus" that had been made by 
three (3) employees of Inmarsat Limited and one (1) consultant to Inmarsat 
Limited. The employee inventors are Chris Frank Howard, Louis Mi mis 
Christodoulides and Paul Febvre. The consultant is David Denis Mudge. The 
invention was made by the employee inventors in the execution of their 

r normal duties as employees of Inmarsat Limited and by the consultant under a 
consultancy agreement dated November 1997, a copy of which is attached as 
Exhibit A. Under British law, the invention, therefore, belongs to Inmarsat 
Limited. 

3. On 9 October 1998, a British patent application was filed as 
Application No. 9822145.0. A subsequent application was filed on 5 March 
1999 as Application No. 9905183.1, including the subject matter of 
Application 9822145.0 together with additional subject matter. 

4. On 8 October 1999, a patent application, claiming priority from the 
aforementioned British Patent Application Nos. 9822145.0 and 9905183.1 was 
filed by our U.S. counsel in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office designating 
the inventors as the applicants, as U.S. Application No. 09/414,948. 



Howard et ai 
Appl.No. 09/590,588 



6. In October 1999, I forwarded a copy of the U.S. application as filed, to 
David Denis Mudge at his last know address. On 4 November 1999, I 
forwarded a Combined Declaration and Power of Attorney along with a Joint 
Declaration of Assignment to David Denis Mudge for his signature. 

7. David Denis Mudge expressed to me concern regarding language used 
in the Combined Declaration and Power of Attorney, including language citing 
statutory provisions under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19, § 365, § 120, § 1 12, and 37 C.F.R. 
§ 1.56. Between November 1999 and March 2000, David Denis Mudge and I 
had both verbal and written communication discussing concerns and questions 
regarding the Declaration. 

8. On 24 May 2000, 1 again presented to David Denis Mudge a Combined 
Declaration and Power of Attorney and a copy of the US application as filed. 

9. In a telephone communication with me of 24 May 2000, David Denis 
Mudge verbally refused to sign the Combined Declaration and Power of 
Attorney. David Denis Mudge gave the following reason for his refusal: 
despite Inmarsat's best efforts, he does not feel comfortable making the 
declaration required by U.S. patent procedure. 

10. On 9 June 2000, our U.S. counsel filed a Continued Prosecution 
Application (CPA), for which this declaration is executed, in the USTPO 
(assigned Application No. 09/590,588) claiming priority to U.S. Application 
No. 09/414,948. 

All statements made herein of my own knowledge axe true. All statements 
made on information and belief are believed to be true. The statements were made 
with the knowledge that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable 
by fine, imprisonment, or both, under 18 U.S.C. § 1001 and may jeopardize the 
validity of the US application or any patent issuing thereon. 

Declared at Inmarsat Limited 

This ^^dayof S^*"^ 2000 

Diana Hawthorne 
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Preamble 



This is a Contract between. David Nludge (hereinnfier referred to as the ' Consultant' ) ar. irdiwdual existing under the 
laws of England, with his registered office at 44A Hand forth Road. Oval, London SW9 0L£> cr.J the International Mobile 
Satellite Organization (hereinafter referred to as "Inmarsat"), an international organization estari^hed by the Convention on the 
International Mobile Satellite Organization and the Operating Agreement (as amended) re'.y.ir.j thereto, which entered into 
force on 16 July 1979. with its headquarters at 99 City Road. London EC I Y I AX. England. 

The effective date of this Contract is 10 November 1997. 



Article 1: Scope of Work 

A. The Consultant shall furnish to Inmarsat consuk.mcy support in arcordar.ee with the terms nr. J conditions ei'lhi* contract 
including Annex A hereto, entitled Statement of Work as directed by Inmarsat's responsible officer 

Article 2: Duration of Contract 

AJl work to be performed hereunder shall be carried out by 3 I December 1997. 

Article 3: Charges 

A. The Consultant is authorised to charge the daily rate of three hundred and seventy five Pounds Sterling (£3 75.00) for 
work performed by the Consultant bringing the iou! of" the Contract to five thousand si\ h-r.dred and twenry five Pounds 
S:erling (£5,626.00) which sum is not to be exceeds J v.imoc. the prior written consent of ire rr sponsible office." referred to in 
Article 21. The foregoing sum< are exclusive of any V.-\T. 

B. In the case of prior authorised travel. Inmarsat shall reimburse the Contractor in resce:; of travel (acnarj! travel costs - 
(economy class travel if less than eight (S) hours, ar.d business class travel if exceeding eighc (S) hours), subsistence at the 
applicable United Nations daily rates and the costs of travel documentation (i.e visas e:c). All relevan: receipts should be 
attached to invoices. 

Travel tickets will be provided to the Contractor for Inmarsat business travel only, in accordance with the above Inrr.arsa: 
Travel Policy. At no time shall personal itineraries, preferences, chances, modifications, downgrading, exchanging or altering: 
of the tickets be permitted without Inmarsats prior written :rc:hori> a* ion. 

C. Inmarsat shall not be liable for any farther charge costs o: expenses. 
Article 4: Payment 

The Consultant shall render monthly invoices to Inmarsat for the amount payable to the Consj.'ir.: pursuant to Anicie 5 he re or*, 
entitled Charges, and Inmarsa: shall pay su;h amounts wi:hin thirty (30) days from the da:? of receipt of the invoice. The 
Consultant's right to retain any payment made pursuant to this Article shall be conditions: upon the full ar.d satisfactory 
completion of all work specified in this Contract. 

The invoice shall include, as a minimum, the Contract number and the responsible Procure me:.: C^rsi:i - Debbie Brar.ec.e. ar.J 
responsible Technical Officer - Richard King. 



Article 5; Taxes and Duties 

Inmarsat shall be responsible for any value added tax which may become due by rr.-srn or* the perforr.iar.ce of civ..- 
Contract. Inmarsat shall not be responsible for any other taxes and duties arising from or re!;s:eJ to the performance of I ft: 
Contract. For the avoidar.ee of doubt, the Consular.: shaii be responsible for all income tax. r.y.iona! insurance con:ribucior. 
and pension contributions relating to it or its employees. 



Article 6: 



Warranty 



The Consultant warrants thai the uork to be performed hereunder shall be carried cu: v. :th reasonable s!<i!i. care and 
diligence. This warranty is without prejudice to. or forfeiture of. any other rights and remedy Inmarsat may ha\e ur.der th:< 
Contract or at law or equity. 

Article 7: Intellectual Property Rights 

The Consultant assigns to Inmarsat the exclusive right title and interest in all fucure ccp ; r.:h;;. design rights and other 
intellectual and industrial property rights in all reports/software and other documentation whirr. ::: prndjceJ b> the Consultant 
pursuant to this Contract. At Inmarsat s cost, the Consultant shall do such acts or execute >.;:. C Kuments as are reas.Jti. 
necessary to vest such intellectual property rights (including but not limited to patents) in Inmar 

Article 8: Industrial and Intellectual Properly Rights, Iiulerruvity 

The Consultant shall indemnify and hold harmless Inmarsat, its Parties and Signatories a giinst all claims that the actions 
of the Consultant, its servants or agents in performing this Contract infringe the industrial or intellectual property rights of the 
claimant. The Consultant agrees to resist and defend, at its own expense, any such claims agrurs: am of the said indemnitees, 
and to pay any royalties and other coses associated with any settlement of such claims, and any damages and costs awarded as 
the result of any suit based on such claims. This obligation shall be contingent upon the indemnitees giving the Consultant 
prompt notice of such claims, all necessary authority to defend or settle the claims on their behalf, and. at the request of the 
C '.ultant. reasonable cooperation and assistance and such relevant information as is available t: them. 

Article 9: I nmarsat-Fu mished Documents, Examination 

With respect to any docun\en:s that Inmarsat is required to provide or does provide i: the Consultant pursuant to this 
Cor.tr.ict. the Consultant shall exercise reasonable care to ensure that such documents are sufficient tor the perforr.ur.ee of th^ 
Contract, and that they contain no manifest errors or anomalies. The Consultant shall inforr.'. Inmarsat promptly in the event 
th.v. it discovers any error, omission or anomaly in any such document m any time. 

Article 10: Confidentiality 

A. The Consultant (including its employees) shall have the following obligations with respect to the information contained 
in this Contract, including any work package, any report's provided by the Consuicant hereunder, t-r.d any information supplied 
ta the Consultant by or on behalf cf Inmarsat in connection with this Contract that is identified a> confidential at the time it i> 
suppled. Such identification sh.v.i he nude c: confirmed in writing 

s 

( I > The Consultant shall take all reasonable measures t a protect the confidentiality of stiff, information. 

(2) The Consultant agrees that it shall use such information solely in connection with this Contract, unless alternative 
uses are explicitly authorized by Inmarsat with respect to specifically designated ir:orrr.a:ion. 

(?J The Consultant shaii not disclose such information t? third parties, or have it disclosed, in any manner cr form, so 
long as it remains confidential, wifnout the explicit authorization of Inmarsat. 

B. Paragraph A of thi< Article shall continue to apply, irrespective of any expiration or temnination of this Con-trace unles- 
and until such time as such information conies into the Consultant' s lawful possession independent of disclosure in connection, 
with this Conn-act. or otherwise lawfully comes into the public domain. 

Article 11: Public Release of Information 

The Consultant shall obtain the written approval of Inmarsat concerning the content and fr.i.ng of news releases, articles, 
brochures, advertisements, prepared speeches, and other information releases to be made by the Consultant or any of Us 
subconsultants concerning this Contract or the work performed or to be perfonued herecr.ier. Inmarsat shall be given a 
reasonable time to review the proposed text prior to the date scheduled for its release. 



Article 12: Remedies for Breach of Contract 

It' cither party breaches this Contract deliberately, negligently, or otherwise, the otr.e; ;any shall be er.tirled to nn\ 
applicable remedies available at law cr equity, including, but without limitation to. damages arc* specific performar.ee. 

Article 13: Consequences of Force Majeure 

•A. The purpose of this Article is to establish the consequences of force majeure ever.:* preventing either part> frotv. 
complying with any of its obligations under this Contract. 

B. As used in this Article, the term "force majeure'* refers to events extrinsic to this Contra:; :h.« are beyonJ the reasonable 
control of. and not attributable to negligence or other fault of. the party relying on such even:. 4 t:- excuse its failure ta perform. 
The term does not include strikes or other events caused by labour disputes, unless such strike* or other events are pan of 
national or regional disputes. 

C. Any party whose ability to perform is affected by a force majeure event shall take all r^sonable steps to nutigace the 
impact of such event. 

D. If the effect of a force majeure event is temporjry, subject to Paragraph E of this Artie!;, the party so affected shall not 
be responsible for any consequent delay, and the relevant schedule or time period shall be exter.Jed accordingly, if and only if 
notice of the event is given to the other party within seven (7) days after the event has occurred. .V. the time of the initial notice 
c e occurrence of the event, or as soon thereafter as possible, the party affected shall inforrr: the other party of the extent of 
the delay expected as a result of the event 

E. In the case of one or more force majeure events having a temporary effect on the abilir> c : the Consultant to comply with 
the schedule for the work or ans pan thereof, if the effect is, or will be, to delay such schedule c ■ rr.ore than ninety (90; days, or 
ir. the case of force majeure events permanently preventing [he Consultant from complying v*i:h said schedule. Inmarsat may 
declare this Contract to be terminated, in whole or in parr. In such even; Inmarsat's sole linb:!::;- shall be to pay the Consultant 
for work ciuried out up to the date of termination, including work carried out under any uncompleted work package. 

Article 14: Governmental Authorizations 

The Consultant shall be responsible fx obtaining ail governmental authorizations necessary for the performance of the 
Consultant's obligations hereunder. In the event that the Consultant fails to obtain any such etherization as may be necessary 
to cc replete the work or any pan I'mr^o^. Inmarsat may a: ar.y time terminate the work or arr- cart thereof in which event the 
Consultant shall refund all payment- made by Inmarsat with respect to the work or any part the reef. 

Article 15: Termination in Special Circumstances 

A. Inmarsat shall have the right to terminate this Contract, in whole or in part, at any time arc with immediate effect, in any 
of the following events: 

1 1 ) I: the Consultant has committed a material breach of this Conira:;. which if rerr.ec.2ble. has rot beer, ?a remedied 
within thirty 00) days of a written request to do so by Inmarsat. 

f 2.» If the Consultant goes into liquidation. 0: if its financial position is such tha:. with::, the framework of i:s nucior.a! 
law, legal action leading toward liquidation, may be taken agains: it by its creditor*. 

• ? ) If the Consultant resorts to fraudulent practices in connection with the Contract, ir.ci-ding. but not lirr.iteJ to: 

(at Deceit concerning the nature, qv.u'.ity. or quantity of goods and services re r. -ire J to be rer.tiereci under th;< 
Con tract: or 

(b) The giving or offering ot gifts 0: remuneration for the purposes of briber) to any person in the employ ot a 
Farcy to the Inmarsat Convention, or of a Signatory, or of Inmarsat, c: acth'.g on behalf of any of ihetn. 
irrespective of whether such bribes or remuneration are made on the initiative of the Consultant or 
otherwise. 

Lv I:; the event of such termination. Inmarsat's remedies shall include the right to a refund c: monies paid to the Cer.s-al: jr.: 
for terminated work and any increased cos: 0: completing terminated work. 



Article 16: 



Terrrunntion for Convenience 



A. Inmarsat may terminate this Contract, in whole or in pan, for Inmarsat's convenience. :t c.-.y time prior to comrleiiori 
provided that Inmarsat notify the Consultant no less than 5 days in advance. 

B. In the event of such termination, the termination charges shall be determined by g;;d fai *:h negotiations betw cen 
Inmarsat and the Consultant or, if agreement cannot be reached, pursuant to Anicle IS hereof. entitled Arbitration 

Article 17: Applicable Law 

This Contract shall be governed by and interpreted according to the laws of England. 

Article IS: Arbitration 

A. Any dispute that arises between the Consultant and Inmarsat in connection with this Cor.trart. which is not settled within 
thirty (30) days from the date that either party notifies the other that such a dispute exists, or v.i:hin such longer period ns may 
be mutually agreed upon, shall be resolved by arbitration under the Rules of the London Court of International Arbitration in 
effect on the date that the arbitration is initiated. 

F A sole arbitrator shall be appointed by the Court, unless the parties agTee in a particular case that the tribunal should 
consist of more than one arbitrator, or unless the Court determines in view of all the circumst::.ces of the case that a three (3) 
member tribunal is appropriate. 

C. The place of arbitration shall be London. England. 

D. Responsibility for paying the costs of the arbitration, including the costs incurred by the c2_-.es themselves in preparing 
un.d presenting their cases, shall be apportioned by the tnbunaJ. 

E. The award shall sta-.e the reasons upon which it is based. 

F. The award shall be final and binding on the parties as from the date it i- made. 

G. Judgment upon the award rendered may be emered in any coun having jurisdiction, or application may be rr.2ie to such 
court far a judicial acceptance of the award arid on order of enforcement, as the case may be. 

H. The parries recognise that the subject mat r .er of this Con-ran is unique, and that darr.a;e< may r.oc be adeuua-te under 
some circumstances. For these reasons, the parties agree that the tribunal shall be empowered tc decree specific per7crmar.ee. 

Article 19: Key Personnel 

A. It is agreed thai David Mudge is necessary for the successful completion, of the vork o be penormed under thi- 
Ccr.trart. 

E. David Mudge shall not be removed from the performance of the work under this Contra:: unless replaced with pe:s :n,ne 
of substantially equal qualifications and ability. Inmarsat shall have the right to review the qualifications of any prettosec 
replacements and. if for good and sufficient reasons Inmarsat deems such personnel to be unsuitable. Inmarsat may recuse the 
Consultant to offer alternative candidates where such ore available. It*, at Inmarsat's sole discretion, a suitable alternative 
cattditinte is not provided. Inmarsat shall reserve the right to terminate this Contract with immediate effect. 

C. Notwithstanding its role in approving key personnel and their replacements. Inmarsat sha'.i have no supervise.-' ccr.tro 
over their work, and nothing in this Article shall relieve the Consultant of any of its obligations under this Contract, o: ::' i' 
responsibility for any acts or omissions of its personnel. 



Article 20: Assignment of Contract 

A. The Consultant shall not assign or delegate, either in whole or h par.. thi< Contract c; arty of the Consultants rich 
duties, or obligations hereunder to any person or entiry without the prior express appro*. a! of Inmarsat, which snai: ce :i 
lam.-csat's sole discretion. 
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B. Notwithstanding any conditions under which Inmarsat may grant such approval, the Cc :>.!:.v.: shall remain a suaramo: 
to Inmarsat of the performance of the assigned or delegated duties and obligations in accorJ--.ee with this Contract and all 
applicable laws. 

C Inmarsat is considering restructuring and transferring the whole or the majori:;. c: i:s business to a new entitv 

(•'Inmarsat Successor"). If such restructuring takes place, then Inmarsat shall be entitled to zsilzr. or novate this Contract. o r 
any part thereof, and/or any rights or obligations hereunder to Inmarsat Successor by giving the Ccrractor written notice to that 
effect. The Contractor will, if so requested by Inmarsat, enter into any assignment/novation a.vir.v.en: as may be retired t,i 
perfect or record such assignment/novation. 

Article 21; Responsible Officers \ \^ * 

A. The responsible officers of the parties may/ be changed from time/to time by notice t: the other parr/. Lncil further 
notice, the responsible officer for Inmarsat shall be^and for the Consultant/ 



B. For the purpose of administration of this Contract any communications between lnrr.ar.;a: and the Consultant shall be 
enforceable and binding upon the parties only if signed by the appropriate responsible officers. 



:le22: Corrurnunications 

A. All notices, reports, invoices and other correspondence to be provided to Inmarsat cr (:.t Consultant pursuant to this 
Contract shall be sent for the attention o, k * the responsible officers referred to in Paragraph A of Article 2 I hereof, entitled 
Responsible Officers, at the following address-s 



INMARSAT CONSULTANT: 

International Mobile Satellite Organization David Mudge 

99 Ciry Road 44A Handforth Road 

London EC IV LAX Oval 
United Kingdom London 

SW9 OLP 



D. All communications pertinent to t;v. < Contraci shaJI be made cr confirmed in wrki.v:. i:,:i-:ling telegram, telex, or 
facsimile. 

C All documentation and comniuni:a:i or.s required under this Contract shall be in the English lan:uage. 

Anicle 23: Time Limits 

Any time limiis to which this Contract binds the Consultant or Inmarsat shall be cour.:ei in calendar days from the day 
fallowing that of the event marking the start of the time limit, and shall end cn the last day of (:.t period laid down. When the 
las: day of a time limit is a Saturday or Sunday, or a legal holiday in the country in which the circular contractual performance 
i> required, such time limit shall be extended to the fast working day following. 



Article 24: Consultant's Liability 

The Consultant's liability in respect of any claim for loss or damage arising cut of or in cor.r.ertlrn with any provision of (he 
Con:ra:t. shall under no circumstances exceed in aggregate for one incident or series of incide.r.s arising from the same event 
the total value of the contract. This limitation shall not extend to death or personal injury caused by the Consultant. The 
Consultant shall in no event be liable for the following loss or damage howsoever caused and r.en if the possibility of such loss 
or da:uage has been disclosed to the Consultant i:\ advance or could reasonably have been foresee, by the Consultant. 

Economic loss of profus. business revenue, goodwill and contracts; 

» 

c • Damages in respect of special, indirrrt or consequential loss or damage. 



Article 25: Hntirc Agreement 

This Contract constitutes the entire agreement terween the ponies with respect o tr.t s-bjfjt matter hereof, and 
supersedes aJ! prior or contemporaneous correspondence, representations, proposals, r;: >rw. understand;^'*, or 
agreements of the parties, whether oral or written. The ponies also hereby acknowledge tho: there >ve no collateral coi-tracts 
between them with respect to the subject matter hereof. 




ANNEX A 
STATEMENT OF WORK 



Inmarsat^ 



STATEMENT OF WORK FOR THE POSITION OF 
INMARSAT PACKET DATA SYSTEM ANALYST 
WORK PACKAGE £1 



1. SCOPE OF WORK 

This temporary position is required in order to fulfil the following tasks, with respect to 
the development of the Inmarsat Packet Data System (1PDS) :- 

1) Provide expert support for the development of the IPDS 'Home-LES' model, taking into 
account the specialised requirements of the LES Operators. 

2) Provide draft IPDS SDM sections for the 'Home-LES' working and the SBS to 
'Home-LES' interfacing. 

3) Interface with other members of the IPDS dev elopment team in order to finalise 
architectural and system issues for the IPDS SDM. 

4) Interface with members of the IPDS Steering Group in order to ascertain LES Operator 
sensitivities to design decisions. 

2. CANDIDATE REQUIREMENTS 

• Detailed know ledge of the Inmarsat Packet Data Services architecture. 

• Understanding of LES requirements wrt Inmarsat service provision. 

• Detailed knowledge of the Inmarsat SDM writing practices. 

3. TIMEFRAME 

S. . t of work: 10th November 1997 

Expected finish : Initial contract until 31st December 1997. It is expected that there will be 

extensions until 31st December 199S. 

4. LEVEL OF EFFORT 

Initial Contract for 15 days © £375 per 7-hour day. Thereafter effort and rate to be negotiated. 
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